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"Jurisdiction" is distinguished from "venue" in that the latter refers to the place where the case is to be tried and the 
former to the power of a court to hear and determine the case. 


Jurisdiction and venue are distinct legal concepts! and are not synonymous.” Venue is a procedural matter and refers not to the 
power of the court to hear a case but to the geographic location where a given case should be heard.’ Venue means the particular 
court’ or place where a case is to be brought? and heard,° and it considers the practicalities of the appropriate forum’ as a matter 


for the convenience of the litigants,® fairness, or other policy considerations.” 


Venue requirements are procedural only and have no relation to the question of jurisdiction. 1? Venue does not control 
jurisdiction |! and is not a condition precedent to the court's jurisdiction. 2 Proper venue does not establish jurisdiction, !* and 


improper venue does not defeat jurisdiction. 14 On the other hand, venue can only be proper where jurisdiction already exists. 1 


The transfer of a case from one court to another pertains to venue, not jurisdiction. t6 
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